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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is responsive to the amendment filed January 22, 2008. 
Claims 1,12-1 5, 24, 25, and 30 are currently amended. Claims 4, 1 7, 31 , and 32 are 
cancelled. Claims 34-39 are new. Claims 1, 15, 30, and 39 are independent. Claims 
1-3, 5-16, 18-30, and 33-39 remain pending. 

Minor corrections to the specification are acknowledged. 

The Examiner thanks Applicant for pointing out a citation error in the previous 
Office Action where IBM Technical Disclosure Bulletin NN9207425 was identified, but 
reference was instead made to IBM Technical Disclosure Bulletin NA9309583. The 
error has been corrected in this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3, 5-9, 11-16, 18-30, 33, and 37-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Kraft, United States Patent 6,309,305, and Johnson, United 
States Patent 6,005,928. 

Regarding claim 1, Kraft teaches a method for transferring data from a source 
application to a target application (see Kraft column 1 lines 46-55; "there is provided a 
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method of transferring data from one application to another"), the method comprising: 
extracting at least one item from said operation (see Kraft column 1 line 56 through 
column 2 line 4; "the complex data structure is analyzed, and predetermined types of 
subitems in the complex data structure are identified", the identified subitems are 
extracted from the said operation), recording said item into a file automatically (see 
column 1 lines 56-67; "The transfer is handled by copying data to clipboard storage 
means as a complex data structure", the clipboard storage means is equivalent to the 
file), calling said file by the target application for selecting and pasting the item to said 
target application (see Kraft column 1 lines 46-55; "displaying said types of subitems for 
selection by the user upon reception of a pasting request for the data on the clipboard 
into said another application"). Kraft does not explicitly teach tracing the latest 
operation relating to the source application automatically right after said operation has 
occurred. Johnson teaches tracing a latest communication relating to the source 
application automatically right after said operation has occurred (see Johnson column 4 
line 54 through column 5 line 5; "the present invention allows a user to automatically 
retrieve address book data (e.g., addressing information) into an application running on 
the user's computer with the use of a graphical user interface (GUI), or hot keys. For 
example, assume the user has recently received a telephone call. The user can move 
the cursor on screen and paste the name of that recent caller, paste the caller's E-mail 
ID, paste the caller's phone number, paste the caller's fax number, paste the caller's 
pager number, or paste the caller's LAN address directly into a file, or application, that is 
open on the user's computer. According to the present invention, the ability of the user 
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to insert this information is a direct result of the person simply communicating to the 
user. In the example, information about the caller is automatically derived from the 
address book record in the AB 120 associated with the caller. Thus, the information 
associated with the caller can be inserted into any application on the user's computer 
that supports conventional cut and paste clipboard functions, such as those common to 
window-based GUI's"). Johnson's invention does not require the user to explicitly select 
a copy command to trace the operation. Rather, Johnson's invention will automatically 
trace the operation and place the relevant information into the clipboard for pasting into 
a target application. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to automatically trace communications as taught by 
Johnson in the intelligent copy and paste application taught by Kraft in order to eliminate 
the step of looking up relevant information from another application (such as an address 
book), copying the information, and then pasting it into a target application(see Johnson 
column 1 line 54 through column 2 line 7; "the user is saved from searching an address 
book or spending time to determine recipient person's name, E-mail address, 
destination phone number, destination fax number, destination pager number, 
destination LAN address, or the like"). 

Regarding claim 2, Kraft/Johnson teaches that the item is selected from the file 
by means of a clipboard (see Kraft column 2 lines 19-33; "a working storage that holds 
data and programs used in said applications and storage means acting as a clipboard 
when copying and pasting data from one application to another"). 
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Regarding claim 3, Kraft/Johnson teaches that more than one operations are 
traced and recorded (see Johnson column 1 line 54 through column 2 line 7; "The 
history of distributions, including phone calls, phone mail, pager notifications, fax jobs, 
and print jobs, or the like, is saved in first-in-first-out order"). 

Regarding claim 5, Kraft/Johnson teaches that the file is a log file (see Johnson 
column 1 line 54 through column 2 line 7; "The history of distributions, including phone 
calls, phone mail, pager notifications, fax jobs, and print jobs, or the like, is saved in 
first-in-first-out order", where the saved history of distributions is equivalent to a log file). 

Regarding claim 6, Kraft/Johnson teaches that at least one of the following 
operations: handling, receiving, sending, downloading, creating, deleting, is traced (see 
Johnson column 1 line 54 through column 2 line 7; "The history of distributions, 
including phone calls, phone mail, pager notifications, fax jobs, and print jobs, or the 
like, is saved in first-in-first-out order"). 

Regarding claim 7, Kraft/Johnson teaches that said item is a content of the 
operation or a property of the operation (see Kraft column 1 lines 46-55; "identifying 
predetermined types ofsubitems in the contents of the data copied to the clipboard', 
once an operation is identified for pasting, Kraft teaches allowing a user to identify 
content from the operation for pasting). 

Regarding claim 8, Kraft/Johnson teaches that the source application and the 
target application are located within one application program (see Kraft column 1 lines 
1 3-1 9; "the copy and paste function can be used to copy text strings from one 
application to another or from one document in one application to another document in 
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the same application or from one location in a document to another location in the same 
document'). 

Regarding claim 9, Kraft/Johnson teaches that the source application and the 
target application are located in different application programs (see Kraft column 1 lines 
46-55; "displaying said types of subitems for selection by the user upon reception of a 
pasting request for the data on the clipboard into said another application"). 

Regarding claim 11, Kraft/Johnson teaches that said file is shared between 
application programs of a computing device (see Kraft column 2 lines 19-33; "storage 
means acting as a clipboard when copying and pasting data from one application to 
another", the file acting as the clipboard must inherently be shared between the source 
and destination applications). 

Regarding claim 12, Kraft/Johnson teaches that a media type of the item is 
identified (see Kraft column 1 lines 46-55; "identifying predetermined types of subitems 
in the contents of the data copied to the clipboard'). 

Regarding claim 13, Kraft/Johnson teaches that said media type belongs to one 
of the following groups: image, audio, video, text, URL, phonebook entry, music, 
calendar event, wallet and error message (see Kraft column 1 lines 56-67; "These 
subitems may be ordinary words, phone numbers or dates"). 

Regarding claim 14, Kraft/Johnson teaches that said media type is used for 
classifying the item (see Kraft column 7 lines 9-16; "classification is continued until it has 
been detected in step 57 that all the words stored in the RAM 15 during the analyzing 
have been classified. The words for classification are entered successively in step 58. 
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Words including a string of continuous digits are classified as possible phone numbers 
in step 59"). 

Claims 15, 16, and 18-26 recite a device with substantially the same limitations 
as the method of claims 1-3, 5-9, and 11-14. Therefore, the claims are rejected under 
the same rationale. 

Regarding claim 27, Kraft/Johnson teaches that the device is further configured 
for manual copying (see Kraft column 6 lines 31-42; "The user moves the cursor 24 via 
the calendar menu 39 to the desired date in the calendar list 40 and selects "Copy"'). 

Regarding claim 28, Kraft/Johnson teaches that the device is further configured 
for mobile communication (see Kraft claim 1 ; "A method of transferring data from one 
application to another in an application handling unit of a mobile telephone controlling a 
plurality of applications"). 

Claim 29 recites a system for implementing the method of claim 1 . Therefore, 
claim 29 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 1 . 

Claim 30 recites a computer program product with substantially the same 
limitations as the method of claim 1 . Therefore, claim 30 is rejected under the same 
rationale. 

Regarding claim 33, Kraft/Johnson teaches calling said file by the target 
application; selecting and pasting the item to said target application (see Kraft 
paragraph 1 lines 56-67; "When the user requests the pasting of an item in the complex 
data structure into another application, a list ofsubitems will be displayed and the user 
may select the item which he finds appropriate to paste"). 
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Regarding claim 37, Kraft/Johnson teaches that said file comprises items of 
different media types (see Kraft column 1 lines 56-67; "These subitems maybe ordinary 
words, phone numbers or dates"). 

Regarding claim 38, Kraft/Johnson teaches that said operation is a phone call 
and said item is a phone number; or said operation is a camera shot and said item is an 
image; or said operation is a site downloaded from a network and said item is the URL 
of the site (see Kraft column 1 lines 56-67; "These subitems may be ordinary words, 
phone numbers or dates"). 

Claim 39 recites a device having substantially the same limitations as the 
method of claim 1 . Therefore, claim 39 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kraft 
(6,309,305) supra, Johnson (6,005,928) supra, and Beged-Dov et al. (hereinafter 
Beged-Dov), United States Patent 6,983,328. 

Regarding claim 10, Kraft/Johnson teaches every limitation of claim 10 except 
that the source application and the target application are located in different devices. 
However, Beged-Dov teaches a Trusted Internet Clipboard web service for copying 
from a source web application to a target web application (see Beged-Dov column 2 
lines 1 1-26; "using an intermediary Trusted Internet Clipboard web service to loosely 
couple source and destination web services for the purpose of efficiently and securely 
transferring resource(s) from the source web service to the destination web service 
without requiring the resource(s) to be intermediately transferred to and from an end- 
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user's client computer", web services are capable of residing on different server 
devices). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the copying and pasting between different web service 
applications as taught by Beged-Dov with the copy and paste user interface taught by 
Kraft/Johnson in order to allow copy and paste operations between remote applications. 

Claims 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kraft (6,309,305) supra, Johnson (6,005,928) supra, and Goh et al. (hereinafter 
Goh), United States Patent Application 2006/0155811. 

Regarding claim 34, Kraft/Johnson teaches every limitation of claim 34 except 
that a media type of said item belongs to one of the following groups: image, audio, 
video. Goh teaches a mobile device with clipboard features and makes use of MMS for 
viewing images (see Goh paragraph [0053]; "The example embodiment further 
comprises file conversion techniques for the user to convert an attached file in a 
received email to an image file format or text format. For example, the resultant image 
file can be viewed via Multimedia Messaging Service (MMS), while the resultant text 
can be viewed via WAP', it is noted that MMS also inherently supports image, audio, 
and video). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide MMS messaging support as taught by Goh in the 
invention taught by Kraft/Johnson as a design choice to support the newer multimedia 
MMS format for messaging. 
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Regarding claim 35, Kraft/Johnson/Goh teaches that said target application is a 
multimedia messaging service message (see Goh paragraph [0053]; "The example 
embodiment further comprises file conversion techniques for the user to convert an 
attached file in a received email to an image file format or text format. For example, the 
resultant image file can be viewed via Multimedia Messaging Service (MMS), while the 
resultant text can be viewed via WAP'). 

Claim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kraft 
(6,309,305) supra, Johnson (6,005,928) supra, and Kumar, United States Patent 
Application 2005/0028008. 

Regarding claim 36, Kraft/Johnson teaches every limitation of claim 36 except 
that the method further comprises presenting said item in a list utilizing a check-box 
feature for selecting. Kumar teaches utilizing a check-box feature for selecting files to 
paste from a clipboard (see Kumar paragraph [011 4]; "Paste File(s) from Clipboard: 
This function allows the user to paste or insert all the selected files (via checkbox) to the 
selected Folder"). Both Kumar and Kraft/Johnson utilize a clipboard for pasting multiple 
items. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize a check-box feature for selecting files to paste as taught 
by Kumar in the invention of Kraft/Johnson to provide a standard way of selecting 
several items at once. 
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Response to Arguments 

Minor correction has been made in the specification to correct grammatical and 
spelling errors and to add the word "handling" to paragraph [0040]. Accordingly, the 
objection to the specification is withdrawn. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3, 5-16, 18-30, and 33 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Newly introduced 
prior art Johnson (6,005,928) supra is relied upon to teach substantially the same 
limitations as previously cited prior art IBM technical disclosure bulletin NA9309583. 
However, there is more motivation to combine the teachings of Kraft and Johnson 
because they are similar inventions. It is further noted that the scope of the recited 
invention is believed to be changed with the instant amendment because the tracing 
and recording is now performed automatically, without requiring a user to manually 
select and copy content to place it into the clipboard. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to STEPHEN ALVESTEFFER whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-1295. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30AM- 
6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Bashore can be reached on (571)272-4088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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